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Jume 5, 1947 


Hon. George C. Marshall 
Secretary of State 
Department of State 
Washington, D. C. 


My dear Mr. Secretary: 


I refer to a letter from the Depart- 
ment of State dated May 27, 1947 
(1 am asked to refer in replying to 
PL), signed by Mr. Francis H. Rus- 
sell, Director, Office of Public Af- 
fairs, in answer to mine of May 10, 
addressed to yourself. 


This letter of the Department 
states that: 


“This country’s relations with the 
present Government of Spain are 
strongly influenced by its origin, na- 
ture and record of close association 
during the war with the German and 
Italian aggressors, who assisted the 
regime in its rise to power. United 
States policy toward Spain is not dic- 
tated by the interest of any other 
country.” 


If the State Department is op- 
posed to all aggressors, what about 
the joint aggression of Hitler and 
Stalin which precipitated World War 
Il on Sept. 1, 1939, aad continued 
till June 22, 1941? What about 
the aggressors in Poland and Jugo- 
slavia, with which the United States 
maintains full diplomatic relations? 


And certainly the Department has 
not forgotten that, while Hitler and 
Mussolini aided Franco in the Span- 
ish Civil War, 
rendered even greater aid to the 


1936-1939, Stalin! 


leftist “Republican” group; nor that 
through the agency of the ‘‘Com- 
munist Party of the U.S.A.” several 
thousand left-wing American youths 
were recruited on American soil, 
contrary to the laws of the United 
States, and were sent to Spain on 
American passports, real or forged, 
and those responsible for this un- 
lawful recruiting have never been 
prosecuted. 


When did the State Department; we 


become aware of the ‘‘origin, nature 
and record,’”’ etc., of the present 
Spanish government? Apparently 
quite recently because on the eve of 
the American landing in North Af- 
rica, President Roosevelt wrote a let- 
ter to General Franco which was 
personally delivered to him by Am- 
bassador Hayes (see page 91, War- 
time Mission in Spain, by Dr. Hayes) 
in which letter are the following two 
paragraphs: 


“It is because your nation and 
mine are friends in the best sense of 
the word, and because you and | are 
sincerely desirous of the continua- 
tion of that friendship for our mutual 
good, that | want very simply to tell 
you of the compelling reasons that 
have forced me to send a powerful 
military force to North Africa... . 


“I hope you will accept my full 
assurance that these moves are in no 
shape, manner or 
against the government or people of 
Spain, or Spanish Morocco or Span- 
ish Territories — metropolitan or 
sovereign. I believe that the Spanish 
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forma directed ' 
‘they mutually pledged to each other 


DAVID GOLDSTEIN, AUTHOR, 
SAYS IT IS NECESSARY TO RE- 
DEDICATE OUR COUNTRY TO 
PRINCIPLES OF THE DECLAR- 
ATION OF INDEPENDENCE. 


The Fourth of July is at hand, 
hooray! It marks the 171st national 
anniversary of the Declaration of In- 
Pens the birth certificate of 

our Republic. It was 

penned, aS we all 
know, by Thomas 
4 Jefferson for the 
4 Second Continental 
i Congress that re- 
cruited an army to 
defend the 13 Col- 
onies against Brit- 
ish armed forces; 
and appointed 

George Washing- 

ton Commander-in- 

Chief. 

The Basic Philo- 
sophical principles of Americanism 
are embodied in the Declaration of 
Independence. They are proof-posi- 
tive that to be an American in prin- 
ciple, one must believe in God, not 
the ““God’”’ of monism, positivism or 
pantheism, but the God of Isfael, a 
personal God. God is in the Declar- 
ation of Independence as the “Cre- 
ator’; “the Supreme Judge of the 
world”; the “Author of nature and 
nature’s laws’; the Author of our 
basic rights. God is therein as the 
“Divine Providence” upon whom the 
signers of our American Magna Carta 


‘relied for protection when, in the 


battle for freedom from tyranny, 


their fortunes and _ sacred 


honor. 


The Declaration of Independence 
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E holds that ‘‘certain truths are self- 
' evident,’’ that is they are beyond dis- 
pute and therefore need no proof of 


» their correctness, and that ‘‘all men 


are created equal,’ being endowed 
by God with certain natural rights. 
These rights are held to be inalien- 
able, that is, they cannot be trans- 
ferred to others, or abrogated, be- 
cause they are part of the nature 
with which God endowed man. 
These rights, named in the Declara- 
tion.of Independence, are (1) the 
right to life, which is God-given; 
(2) liberty, based upon the virtue of 
free will, with which God endowed 
man and man alone; (3) the pursuit 
of happiness, a desire implanted in 
man by his Creator, that is made 
possible of realization by obedience 
. to the law of man’s being. 

Never have the principles of the 
Declaration of Independence stood 
forth in more striking contrast to 
drastic restrictions placed upon the 
exercise of human rights than they 
do today, when TOTALITARIAN- 
ISM THREATENS THE WORLD. 
The Colonial tyrannies of George 
Ill, that prompted the issuance of the 
Declaration of Independence, were 
mild compared to the tyrannies that 
Lenin I] is imposing upon hundreds 
of millions of inhabitants of Soviet- 
ized lands. 

Never was there a time in the his- 
tory of our country when it has been 
more necessary to hark back to the 
principles in our Declaration of In- 

ce, and rededicate our 
country to them, than during the 
liberty-threatening times in which we 
live. The EVIL EYE OF TOTAL- 
ITARIANISM is centered upon weak- 
ening, destroying, or engulfing the 
U.S.A. The moral stability of Amer- 
icans, necessary to defeat the ad- 
vancing foe of the principles in the 
Declaration of Independence, is 
weakening, due to the moral delin- 
quency caused by irreligion, divorce, 
abortion, alcoholism, and unmen- 
tionable diseases, that have been on 
the increase. 

Adherence to the principles in the 
Declaration of Independence, pro- 
claimed on the Fourth of July, is 
weakened by more than a half of 
our American population ignoring 
church or synagogue affiliation. It 


is further weakened by a growing 
number of clergymen who are bend- 
ing to the irreligion of our day. This 
| they have done, and continue to do, 


by amending God’s law of stability 
and purity in marital relations to 
fit the lowered standards, 

The signers of the Declaration of 
Independence held that religion is 
the basis of personal morality; that 
without religion national morality 
cannot be maintained. Every one of 
them believed that religion should be 
included in a properly balanced edu- 
cational course to develop a citizen- 
ry of the highest order, as existed in 
the schools attended by the signers 
of the Declaration of Independence. 

A World Bill of Rights has been 
prepared by the U. N. Secretariat 
that is.minus reference to the Creat- 
or, whom the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence recognizes as the source 
from which basic rights emanate. 
Therefore the rights in it are set 
down as alienable rights, rights that 
are subject to the will of the state or 
any tyrant who may happen to dom- 
inate it. The United Nations Secre- 
tariat disregarded the Declaration 
of Rights submitted to it last Febru- 
ary by the National Catholic Welfare 
Conference, very likely because the 
Author of human rights was its start- 
ing point. The preamble of the De- 
claration of Rights reads in part as 
follows: 

“God the Creator of the human 
race, has charged man with obliga- 
tions arising from his personal dig- 
nity, and from his relations as a 
social being. These obligations are 
in reference to the Creator, to him- 
self, to his family and fellow-men, to 
the State and to the community of 
States. For the fulfillment of these 
obligations man is endowed with 
certain natural, inalienable’ rights. 
These obligations and rights form 
the substance of the moral law which 
can be known by reason.” 


O 





O 





“Lenin looked upon trade un- 
ions as the elementary units of 
working class organization, as 
the place where the masses are 
trained in organization, in col- 
lective management, and in 
Communism” . From a book- 
let entitled “Lenin . the Great 
Strategist of the Class War”, by 
A. Lozovsky. 

* 


* 


“There is nothing so powerful 
as truth and often nothing so 
strange.”” —Daniel Webster. 


,United States and Spain 
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government and the Spanish people 
wish to maintain neutrality and to re- 
main outside the war. Spain has 
nothing to fear from the United 


Nations.”’ 


Can it be supposed that the then 
President of the United States was 
saying to General Ffanco what he 
did not mean, merely with the object 
of, if possible, persuading Franco not 
to interfere in any way with the land- 
ing in Africa? It appears so because 
Franco has done nothing since the 
date of that letter which could, or 
should, have changed our attitude 
toward Spain. Others like Tito have 
committed flagrant and open crimes 
against humanity and have given 
great insult to the United States in 
addition. We remain passive toward 
Tito — and we show open belliger- 
ence toward Franco. 

Is it possible that the State De- 
partment regards a crime committed 
on one side of the street as a crime— 
while much more despicable crimes 
committed on the other side of the 
street are something to disregard 
and forget? 

The State Department has scrup- 
ulously observed the Yalta and Pots- 
dam agreements consented to by the 
President of the United States, even 
though those agreements gave the 
people of even our ally Poland over 
into the barbarous hands of Soviet 
Russia. Why is it then that it fails 
to observe the entirely voluntary as- 
surances given by President Roose- 
velt to the Franco government of 
Spain? 

Dr. Hayes in his book makes it 
clear, incidentally, that in several 
important respects the Franco gov- 
ernment did actually assist in the 
North African landing, or at least in- 
terposed not the slightest interfer- 
ence. 

And we have the definite and 
lengthy tribute of our British ally, 
Mr. Churchill, made in Parliament 
on May 24, 1944, to the favorable 
attitude of the Franco government 
with respect to this landing. 

To one who reads the record of 
recent years the policy of the State 
Department toward the Franco gov- 
ernment is too full of contradiction 
to be called a “policy.” For instance, 
the United States on March 4, 1946, 
joined in a “Declaration” by the 
United Kingdom, the United States 
and France, to the effect that the 


(1 |Franco government should with- 





draw, the Falange party should be| Roosevelt told Franco was “a friend; interference in Spain has actually 


abolished, and a caretaking govern-|in the best sense’ of the United 


ment established ‘“‘under which Span- | States? 


ish people may have an opportunity 
freely to determine the type of gov- 
ernment they wish to have, and to 
choose their leaders.’’ 


But seven days later, a consider- 
able protest having arisen both in 
Britain and the United States, a note 
of the American State Department 
said: 


“At the same time the govern- 
ment of the United States is com- 
pelled to say that it regards the 
change of the existing regime in 
Spain as a task for the Spanish 
people themselves. It is the privi- 
lege and the responsibility of the 
people of Spain to determine the 
form of government under which 
Spain wishes to live and to choose 
the leaders of their government.” 


More recently, as set forth in my 
letter to you of May 10, some 
spokesman for the State Department 
said: 

“Satisfactory political and econ- 
omic relations are not possible as 
lorig as the Franco regime remains 
in power.” 

Webster’s Dictionary says that a 
policy is ‘‘A settled or definite course 
or method adopted and followed by 
a government, institution, body, or 
individual.’ 

It is impossible to say that under 
this definition the State Department 
has had a policy toward Spain. With- 
out doubt the general trend of the 
Department’s method has been aided 
and abetted by leftist writers of every 
hue in the United States. 


The letter signed by Mr. Russell 
states: 

“This government has frequently 
stated its desire to see the elimina- 
tion of the Franco regime in Spain 
and the reestablishment, without the 
renewal of civil strife, of a demo- 
cratic government based upon the 
freely expressed will of the Spanish 
people.” 

Why should we be so persistent in 
the United States to upset the Franco 
government, since that government 
won out in the great Civil War of 
1936-39? 

Has the State Department so few 
problems on its hands that it can find 
time to join with other nations (all 
of them communistic or socialistic) 
in a course that has as its admitted 
objective the overthrow of the gov- 
ernment of a nation, which President 


Is that the State Depart- 
ment’s idea of friendship? 

Has the State Department ‘‘fre- 
quently stated’ its desire to see the 
elimination of’? the Soviet puppet 
regime in Poland, in which country 
the most horrible atrocities have 
been committed? 


Has the State Department ‘“‘fre- 
quently stated its desire to see the 
elimination of’’ the Tito government 
in Jugoslavia? 


The letter signed by Mr. Russell 
says that: 

“Many groups both here and 
abroad believe that an immediate 
change in the government of Spain 
should be forced by the systematic 
application of international coercive 
measures.”’ 

Mr. Russell, however, does not 
venture to explain what those groups 
are or whom they represent. This is 
not necessary under the circum- 
stances. All of them are left-wing 
if not outright communistic groups, 
or groups that to a greater or less 
degree cooperate with the commun- 
istic world forces. We believe they 
take their cue straight from the 
Daily Worker or PM. 

I agree heartily with the judgment 
of the State Department as ex- 
pressed by the letter signed by Mr. 
Russell, that ‘‘such measures would 
lead ultimately to conditions of ec- 
onomic and political chaos in Spain 
and the complete negation of the ob- 
jectives of our policy.’’ There would 
seem to be no doubt that that is pre- 
cisely what would happen. And that 
would also be the fulfillment of one 
of the most important objectives of 
Soviet Russian policy. 

But the other course, to which Mr. 
Russell says the State Department 
adheres, is ‘‘to permit the internal 
political situation in Spain to develop 
gradually to the point where the 
Spanish people will be able to direct 
their own affairs in their own way.” 

But, my dear Mr. Secretary, how 
do you know the Spanish people are 
not perfectly competent to conduct 
their own affairs? I am aware that 
there has long been persistent press 
propaganda, carefully nurtured and 
slanted by the left-wing element, to 
the effect that the government of 
Spain is tottering and about to fall. 
It is only when an objective writer 
like Henry J. Taylor visits Spain and 
reports these assertions to be greatly 
exaggerated — that in fact outside 











































strengthened Franco — that the ~ 
reading public is given the situation 
in fair perspective. ‘' 


The notion has been cultivated in 
the U. S. that the Franco forces 
won the civil war through the aid of 
Hitler and Mussolini. This is untrue. 
He did receive aid from both though 
not to the extent rumored. And he 
received no aid from them till long 
after Communist Russia had been 
actively at work in support of what 
The New York Times then called the 
Spanish “Reds.” 


The Department’s letter says: 


“In the meantime, so long as the 
Franco regime remains in power, 
Spain must expect to remain isolated 
from the organized community of 
nations.” 

But why, Mr. Secretary — why, 
except that the Stalin government 
of Russia has so decreed? - 

Has the Franco government done 
any harm to the United States? If 
so, what? And when? Has Franco 
shot down American airthen, like 
Tito? Or arrested American diplo- 
mats or officers, like the Russians? 

Why has the United States permit- 
ted itself to continue to follow this 
communistic, anti-Franco line, when 
it is so obvious to any intelligent 
reader of foreign dispatches, not to 
mention domestic dispatches, that 
the world propaganda against Fran- 
co is of Communist origin? 

One has only to read the Daily 
Worker, the New Masses, and PM, 
to see the strongest possible con- 
firmation of this fact. 


The Department’s letter closes by ~ 
saying: 

“You may be sure that the De- 
partment is fully aware of the factors 
brought out in your letter and that 
these and all other aspects of the 
Spanish situation are taken into con- 
sideration in developing the course 
of action best calculated to promote 
the national interest of the United 
States and the cause of international 
peace and stability.” 

Until you, Mr. Secretary, find time 
to complete a thorough overhauling 
of State Department policy and per- 
sonnel, its statements should, | sub- 
mit, be analyzed in the light of such 
information as the public now pos- 
sesses — including the following: 

The House Committee on Un- 
American Activities on May 27 (as 
reported in The New York Times of 
May 28), stated that ‘Some of the 
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most flagrant Communist propagan- 
da films were produced as a result of 
White House pressure.’”’ It is a mat- 
ter of common knowledge that Pres- 
ident Roosevelt for some years made 
appeasement of Soviet Russia a car- 
-dinal point in his foreign policy; and, 
indeed, to this fact may be attributed 
many of the ills of today. 

Congressman Frederick E. Busbey 
of Illinois read into the Congression- 
al Record of May 13, 1947, a repert 
by the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities showing that 20 
of the 45 artists that under the di- 
rection of the State Department had 
painted pictures sent abroad by your 
Department as an exhibition of Am- 
erican art, are ‘definitely New Deal 
in various shades of Communism.”’ 

Mr. Alfred Kohlberg, in the mag- 
azine Plain Talk for May 1947, 
clearly and unmistakably points out 
the sinister influence of Mr. John 
Carter Vincent, Director of the Of- 
fice of Far Eastern Affairs and lead- 
er of the pro-Soviet clique in the 
State Department. 

These and other pieces of evi- 
dence can be cited to show that im- 
portant sections of the State Depart- 
ment are still under definite Com- 
munist influence. Most emphatically 
I do not attribute the existence of 
this influence, up to the time you be- 
came Secretary, to you yourself. 
And, naturally, time has had to 
elapse for you to familiarize yourself 
with the vast problems of our foreign 
affairs. 

But, frankly, Mr. Secretary, how 
long must we now wait before the 
State Department cleans house? 

When will you put Americans, and 
Americans only, on guard? 

Sincerely yours, 
MERWIN K. HART, 
President. 
National Economic Council, Inc. 


eee 
How can you help defeat Com- 
munism and Save America for 
Americans? By heipang to reach 
more people with the truth, and 
build public seatiment fer Am- 
erica. Help to get one or a hun- 
dred usbscribers for COMMON 
SENSE. It is your weapon for 
- freedom. ’ 


oe 


ARE THE DIRECTORS OF U.S. 
POLICIES STALIN’S AGENTS? 


After proposed policies have been 
condemned by the big majority -of 
American people, who is _ this 


powerful, smabi group that brings 
about the enforcement of these pol- 
icies? 


This has been going on since 82% 
of our people voiced themselves op- 
posed to going into the past war. 


Our people protested loudly to 


stop shipments of tractors and ma-}| 


chinery to Communist Yugoslavia. 
During this protest the shipments 
were increased and rushed. Locomo- 
tives we shipped to Czeckoslovakia 
arrived bearing Stalin’s photograph. 
What goes on here? 


Tito’s murderers were shooting 
down our airmen and using UNRRA 
supplies to build his army. Now we 
are going to send millions to Greece, 
tc help stop Yugoslav guerilla army 
we set up. 


Our government agencies are us- 
ing taxpayers’ money to buy thous- 
ands of gallons of kerosene to pour 
over hundreds of tons of potatoes 
to make sure no one can eat them. 
All who read this have seen pictures 

of carloads of potatoes in Alabama, 
South Carolina and Maine, where 
government employees used kero- 
sene on them. At this same time 
hundreds of carloads of potatoes are 
shipped here from Canada and con- 
sumers pay 5 and 10 cents per 
pound. Millions of people in Ger- 
many are to starve within ten weeks. 
They would be happy to have even 
the peelings to make soup. Reds in 
this administration who are working 
to bankrupt and enslave us say there 
is no way to get the potatoes over 
there. 

When Stalin was crying for us to 
establish a second front and render 
Europe helpless before his Red God- 
less army we found ways to get ev- 
erything over. 

This is a planned famine. 
| 


Will God forgive us for our stu- 
pidity in allowing this waste? 


The people who are directing our 
policies are they Christian 
Americans or Stalin’s agents? 

* * * 


If you wish to know why millions 


| will starve in Germany, order “The| 


|Planned Famine’”’, 20 cents each or 
'6 for $1.00. 





| 
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TWO THOUSAND SPIES IN 
RED-DOMINATED EMBASSIES 


When Poland had a Polish gov- 
ernment there were here in the U.S. 
Polish Embassy and Councils 53 
Polish. Now that Poland is ruled by 
Russian Communists there are here 
not 53 but 171. Why? Because they 
are spies and Red agents, plotting to 
take over our country. We have in- 
formation from a good source that 
they expect to soon increase this 
number to 500. We have 9 in our 
embassy in Poland. 

This same increase in personnel 
occurred in all embassies here from 
Communist dominated countries. 

In Spain, when the revolution was 
ready, Moses Rosenberg, the Soviet 
Ambassador to Spain, stood in front 
of the Embassy, gave the signal and 
then took charge of the Communist 
revolution. 


rset) 

Businessmen and manufacturers 
have no idea of the amount of 
propaganda used on their em- 
ployees to cause them to hate 
their employer. Communists in 
unions use several hundred dif- 
ferent leaflets and CIO Red- 
dominated union papers feature 
hate for the employer. They 
also distribute the Daily Work- 
er outside the gates of many 
plants. But the average om- 
ployer ig too busy to learn how 
class hatred is being generated 
to destroy him and America. 

“COMMON-SENSE”’ is best 
adapted for debunking such 
propaganda — small doses of 
facts plainly written. Not a par- 
lor sheet, our paper reaches 
those who are most susceptible 
to Communism — the em- 
ployees. Many union men read 
and promote mn Sense. 

Help us to reach many more 
thousands. 


COMMON SENSE 
P.O. Box 816, Newark 1, N. J. 
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